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1 . Applicant has listed claims 1-4, 13-15, and 20-22 as "Withdrawn". It is not clear 
why these claims are withdrawn. The method claims submitted 7/22/2009, and 
erroneously numbered 1-19, were non-elected by original presentation. However, the 
earlier presented apparatus claims 1-4, 13-15, and 20-22 (submitted 6/25/2009) were 
not subject to restriction. These claims should either be canceled or pending, not 
withdrawn. For the purpose of this office action, it is assumed that applicant intended to 
cancel all of claims 1-22. 

2. Claims 26 and 30-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 26, applicant claims the handlebar assembly is "foldable". However, in 
claim 23, applicant claims the handlebars to be "pivotable between a riding position and 
a downward position". This phrase appears to describe the folding operation disclosed. 
Therefore, it is not clear if by "foldable" applicant is claiming an additional function 
(which does not appear consistent with applicant's invention) or claim 26 is not further 
limiting in that it claims the same function as recited in claim 23. It appears that claim 
26 is not further limiting and should be deleted. 

In claim 30, lines 7, applicant erroneously claims "a first end of the fork is 
releasably coupled to the bearing tube". This is not consistent with applicant's original 
disclosure. According to applicant's disclosure, the front fork 4 is rotatably supported 
within the bearing tube 35. While it is conventional to provide some structure for 
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removing an entire fork assembly from the bearing tube (for repair or replacement), no 
such structure is taught in applicant's detailed disclosure, so it appears that is not the 
kind of releasable connection applicant is claiming. Applicant's fork 4 includes fork 
blades 6, swing arms 7, and a stirrup 8. The stirrup 8 is releasably connected to the 
fork 4 by a releasable connection 12 just below the bearing 5. Applicant may intend to 
claim that structure, however, the stirrup is not presently recited in the claim. Therefore, 
correction of the claims is required to accurately describe applicant's invention. 

In claims 33-35, applicant claims a "locking assembly" in the front fork. However, 
applicant has not recited a locking assembly for the front fork in his detailed original 
disclosure. Again, applicant may intend to claim the "manually releasable connection 
12" described in para [0019] of the detailed disclosure, but this is not clear. Also, in 
claims 234 and 35, applicant claims the locking assembly "release the front fork from 
the bearing tube", however, even applicant's disclosed releasable connection 12 does 
not couple or release the fork from the bearing tube, as claimed. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 23-28 and 30-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Motoo (JP 2000-062672) in view of Marcelin (GB 526,773). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/51 1 ,676 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3611 

Motoo shows, in figure 7, a bicycle having a frame 58, a seat tube 60, a bearing 
tube 59, a handlebar assembly, and a folding front fork assembly 63, 64.The front fork is 
pivotally coupled to the frame near the bottom of the bearing tube and is foldable to a 
position adjacent the frame. The handlebars are pivotable between a riding position 
and a downward position. 

The handlebars are not shown extending between the seat tube and the bearing 
tube in the downward position. 

Marcelin shows a bicycle with a handlebar that is pivotable between a riding 
position (Figure 1 ) and a downward folding position (Figure 3). Before folding, the front 
fork is rotated 180 degrees to a rearward facing position such that the folded handlebars 
extend between the seat tube 12 and the bearing tube. Marcelin also teaches providing 
two spacially separated handlebar mounting assemblies 17, each hingedly connecting a 
respective handlebar 15 (see Figure 6). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the Motoo 
bicycle with handlebars that extend between the seat tube and bearing tube when 
folded by rotating the front fork before folding the bicycle and provide a pair of separate 
handlebar mounting assemblies, as taught by Marcelin, in order to fold the bicycle more 
compactly. 

5. Claims 29 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Motoo and Marcelin as applied to claims 23-28 and 30-35 above, and further in 
view of Astier (FR 1 ,01 1 ,990). 

The combination lacks a folding rear wheel assembly. 
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Astier shows a bicycle with a folding front fork assembly and a folding rear wheel 
assembly 18, 21 including a rear wheel 19 that rotates generally upwards relative to the 
frame 1-6 (see figure 2). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the 
combination bicycle with a folding rear wheel assembly, as taught by Astier, in order to 
provide a more compact folded bicycle. 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 23-36 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anne Marie M. Boehler whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6641 . The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5:00, Monday-Friday, with 
work at home on Wednesdays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lesley Morris can be reached on 571-272-6651 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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